
STOP 



Early Journal Content on JSTOR, Free to Anyone in the World 

This article is one of nearly 500,000 scholarly works digitized and made freely available to everyone in 
the world by JSTOR. 

Known as the Early Journal Content, this set of works include research articles, news, letters, and other 
writings published in more than 200 of the oldest leading academic journals. The works date from the 
mid-seventeenth to the early twentieth centuries. 

We encourage people to read and share the Early Journal Content openly and to tell others that this 
resource exists. People may post this content online or redistribute in any way for non-commercial 
purposes. 

Read more about Early Journal Content at http://about.jstor.org/participate-jstor/individuals/early- 
journal-content . 



JSTOR is a digital library of academic journals, books, and primary source objects. JSTOR helps people 
discover, use, and build upon a wide range of content through a powerful research and teaching 
platform, and preserves this content for future generations. JSTOR is part of ITHAKA, a not-for-profit 
organization that also includes Ithaka S+R and Portico. For more information about JSTOR, please 
contact support@jstor.org. 



165 

Bibliographical Notes on well known Plants.— II. 
By Edward L. Greene. 

MYOSURUS MINIMUS, Linn. Spec. PI. 284 (1753). 

This little herb appears to be no rarity in western Europe, 
where it has been more or less familiarly known to all botanical 
writers since about the middle of the sixteenth century. For 
about three hundred years it remained the only known repre- 
sentative of its genus, and then a second species was added from 
South America. Within the last seven years three others have 
been published from the western parts of North America, and 
there are perhaps two more lying in our herbaria, mixed with the 
typical one, and waiting to be named and characterized. At all 
events, the genus is now proven to belong properly to North 
America, where all the known species are indigenous. As a 
genus it is a very natural one, none of the modern species calling 
for any alteration of the generic character ; and the essential bib- 
liography of it is therefore European, and also rather ancient. 

Bentham & Hooker in the latest edition of their Genera Plant- 
arum ascribe this genus to Linne, probably because they wish to 
avoid — on account of the vast expenditure of time and labor in- 
volved in the attainment of historical truth and accuracy in 
many cases — all reference to pre-Linna^an authorship of genera. 

In each of the two recent monographs* of Myosurus, Dillen 
( 1 7 1 9) is credited with its authorship, rather than Linne (1737). 
But Dillen, although at work under the heading " Nova Plan- 
tarum Genera," does not in his text assume to be propounding, 
in this particular instance, a genus veritably new. He is per- 
fectly aware that this one was so named, and well enough de- 
fined, about a hundred and forty years before his own day. Let 
me translate his very first phrase regarding it : " MYOSUROS is 
thought by Ray, in his History, to be referable to Ranunculus, 
and Tournefort, in his Institutes, has followed him in so referring 
it." Then come Dillen's reasons for dissenting from the opin- 
ion of these high authorities whom he has cited. The date of 
Ray's History is 1688 ; of Tournefort's Institutes, 1700. They 

* Greene, Bull. Cal. Acad., i., 27^, December, 1885. Gray, Bull. Torr, Club, 
xjii,, 1, January, 1886, 



166 

were, for their time, noble treatises on systematic and historic 
botany. But, keen and penetrating botanical observer that 
Uillen was, he saw generic characters where those venerated 
masters and very high authorities had overlooked them ; and 
then, severely just and strongly conservative man which every 
critical or controversial page of his exhibits him, he stands up to 
proclaim the genius and defend the rights of other botanists a 
hundred years dead, and whose works are thrust aside, now in 
his time, as antiquated. 

It is true we should not now call l'Obel or Dodoens profound 
systematic botanists ; but each of these authors gave his account 
of the type before us, under the name Myosuros, accompanied 
by a very clear wood-cut of the plant ; and many other authors 
of succeeding decades followed them. 

The genus should be credited to l'Obel (1576). A century 
later than his time it became the fashion to call the plant a species 
of Ranunculus, and then came the great "Dillenius" to its rescue 
as a generic unit. 

The name is, of course, but the early and apparently univer- 
sal vernacular of " mouse- tail," put into Greek; and Linne, in 
selecting a specific name for it, allowed his fancy to dwell upon 
the fact that, for a mouse's tail, it was a very small one, hence 
our Myosurus minimus. Little did he dream that at some future 
day a half dozen species would be known, and that then maximus 
would seem a better name than minimus for the original one, 
which is the largest of them all. 

A new Variety of Aralia nudicaulis, L. 

For several years I have found a variety of the above so dif- 
erent from the type as to deserve a special description. It differs 
from A. nudicaulis in being larger, in having many added leaflets, 
and, more than all, in having most of its flowers in compound 
umbels from the first division of the scape. 

Aralia nudicaulis, L., var. PROLIFERA, n. var. Plant smooth 
and nearly stemless; leaf solitary, decompound, palmately about 
twice ternate, the divisions generally pinnate into threes or fives; 
one division often consisting of a single leaflet ; leaflets, twenty-five 
to forty, oblong-obovate, acuminate, finely serrate; scape with 



